Austrian School of Economics shapes the profile of emigration to the USA
It must not be neglected that motives and conditions of emigration are not uniform. To be sure, most of the emigrant economists were Jews who were forced to leave Austria after its occupation by Nazi Germany in 1938. But in some of the most prominent cases, starting with F. A. Hayek in 1931 and Joseph Schumpeter in 1932 , offers of attractive teaching positions were the decisive motive. In a few cases, economists who were not Jews left Austria to avoid degradation or prosecution because of their political affiliations.
Of the almost 60 Austrian economists who emigrated to the USA, a large part lacks a distinct theoretical and/or political profile. They worked in more or less narrowly specialized fields of economics or in business economics, and can therefore not easily be assigned to a school of thought. But for the majority orientation towards a certain school of thought determines their thinking and writing -among those, the Austrian School of Economics is the most important.
Alternative approaches in economic theory and political orientations are closely intertwined in the period under consideration. In the sphere of theory, there is the great dichotomy between Keynesianism on one side and liberal orthodoxy -neoclassical or Austrian type -on the other. In their political orientations, Keynesians are mostly left wing (in US political categories: Democrats), whereas orthodox economists side with conservative or liberal parties.
Whereas the Austrian School experienced something like a Golden Age in the first decades of the newly formed Republic of Austria, its position at the University of Vienna was declining steadily (Craver 1986; Klausinger 2012) . In 1938, Hans Mayer, who had been appointed to Friedrich von Wieser's chair in 1923, was the school's only representative with a full professorship at an Austrian university. Anti-Semitism (open and latent) was the main reason why the other members of the Austrian School, despite their superior scientific achievements, had been passed over in appointments or even refused habilitation. Besides that, the so-called Ganzheits-doctrine of Othmar Spann had gained sufficient ground to seriously deteriorate career chances of non-Jewish scholars such as Oskar Morgenstern and Gottfried Haberler.
As a scientific community, the economists of the Austrian School organized themselves in the Privatseminar (private seminar) of Ludwig Mises, and also around the Institut für Konjunkturforschung (Institute for business cycle research) which was headed by Hayek (1927 Hayek ( -1931 and Morgenstern (1931 Morgenstern ( -1938 3 . Social cohesion and uniformity of theoretical and political positions among members of the school weakened progressively during the 1930's (Klausinger 2006) . The circle around Mises dissolved after his retirement 4 and move to Geneva in 1934. As an economist with practical experience in economic policy advice
Morgenstern had distanced himself not only from Mises' theoretical apriorism, but also from the latter's "rigid system of economic policy." Haberler followed a synthetic approach in his book " Prosperity and Depression" (1937) , a survey of existing theories of the business cycle commissioned by the League of Nations. After the occupation of Austria most of the Jewish members of the Mises seminar emigrated to the USA 5 , where they faced an uncertain future.
In the USA, cohesion among them was loose, as they were dispersed over many states where they found a place to live and work. (quack) and the policies of the New Deal "unsinnig und widerspruchsvoll" (foolish and inconsistent, p. 131). "From an Austrian point of view, a heterodoxy prevailed" in the host country. "In this sense, Austrians found themselves 'in the wilderness' " (Klausinger 2006, p. 627). Since they had participated in international discussions before emigrating to America, they continued by writing their contributions in English. Yet, their endeavours "to propagate the specifically Austrian strand of (political and economic) liberalism" remained unsuccessful for several decades to come (ibidem, p. 627f).
3 On the pre-war history of the institute see Hayek (1977) and Klausinger (200?) . 4 Although Mises was entitled to retire, he preferred to take a leave from his position at reduced salary (Mises 1978, p. 86f 
US and English emigration compared
Due to the emigration of most members of the Austrian School, Austro-or other types of old style-liberalism is the prevailing orientation of emigrant economists from Austria to the USA, their number being about twice that of the socialists. Among the emigrants to England 12 , the relationship is just the opposite: the socialists are about double the number of the liberals.
There is, of course, the prominent case of F.A. 631) The academic environment in England was even more unfavourable to the doctrines of the Austrian School than in the USA. At the New School of Social Research, a "graduate faculty had been founded by Alvin Johnson, the president of the New School, where in 1933 he created the 'University in Exile' to provide a safe haven for scholars who were endangered by totalitarian regimes." (Hagemann 2014 ) See also Hagemann (2010), p.400. 12 On the emigration of German-speaking economists to England see Hagemann (2007) . 13 Steindl who was not Jewish had lost his job at the institute because of his critical attitude towards Nazi Germany and the occupation.
universities: Philipp Rieger and Theodor Prager, who later worked for the institute "Political and Economic Planning" (PEP) from LSE.
Unlike emigrants to the USA, Austrian emigrants to England formed a community, with a major part of the 30.000 Austrian emigrants organized in the FAM ("Free Austrian Movement"). According to Prager (1975, p. 63) , the FAM officially was an all-party organization, but controlled by members of the Communist Party. The Social-democrats had their own "London Bureau" to which Rieger, Stefan Wirlandner 14 and Karl Ausch 15 belonged.
Originally, the purpose of these organizations was to provide financial and other support to compatriots who had found a shelter in Britain, and to foster social cohesion among them.
Towards the end of the war the associations prepared for organizing the return of their members to support reconstruction of the political system in Austria after its reconstitution as an independent state, of its economy and society. Supreme economic priority for several years to come would be the reconstruction of the production system to bring national income back to pre-war levels. That nationalization of industries (and banks) and national planning had to play decisive roles, was the approach that dominated economic policies not only in Austria but in all countries of Western Europe. The handling of scarcities and the control of inflation could not be left to the free play of market forces.
The moment for Keynesian economic policies for full employment and economic stability came much later, namely some ten years after the war, when Austria's GDP had surpassed pre-war levels. But Keynesianism was more than that: an equally important aspect of fundamental change in economic thinking is the break-through of macroeconomic analysis brought about by Keynes "General Theory", i.e. the comprehensive look at the total economy in terms of big aggregates GDP, private and public consumption, investment, total income consisting of wages and profits, and current statistical observation of these magnitudes 17 . A strong impulse for the application of macroeconomic analysis came from the Marshall plan.
To fulfil the criteria for financial assistance, the Austrian economic ministries had to provide overall and disaggregated plans and projections for investment and its presumed effects on macroeconomic performance. But the number of experts who were able to produce these documents was rather small. birthday. After having paid respect to Mises' achievements in economic theory, Mayer rejected Mises' claim that "the Austrian School" would postulate free competition as an "ideal model of an economy", and that the alternative between "extreme liberalism" and "totalitarian planning" had been left behind (Mayer 1952, p. 516 Two of the returnees from England came to occupy important positions as decision makers:
Stefan Wirlandner was one of the key actors in the economic policy process in the first decades after the war. Upon his return, he became deputy director general of the Vienna Chamber of Labour. In 1961, he was appointed deputy director general of the Austrian National Bank, where Philipp Rieger joined him as a member of the board in 1965.
Individual cases
Eduard März (1908 März ( -1987 Klausinger 2015. 21 Upon their return, Szécsi and Prager worked for the Communist party, after dissenting at various occasions they joined the economics department of the Chamber of labour. 22 For biographical and bibliographical information see März (1987) , Chaloupek (1987 and Butschek (2014) and Kernbauer (2015) . The representation of the interests of consumers remained one of her central matters of concern during her professional career (Szécsi 1973) . She became a pioneer of competition policy in Austria in the 1960's with her study on abuses of pricing practices in the retail sector (Szécsi 1963) . She also made important contributions to the reform of cartel legislation in 1973. She was a member of the advisory committee of the Austrian cartel court.
Another area of Szécsi's principal interests was income distribution. Her study on the long term development of the share of wages in national income (1970) was an important publication of empirical literature. Moreover, by its objective style the study made an important contribution to a pragmatic handling of the conflict about distribution between social partners. Being the first woman to become member of the Beirat für Wirtschafts-und Sozialfragen (Economic and Social Advisory Board), she worked on recommendations on several economic policy issues in cooperation with experts from the social partner associations.
Adolf Kozlik (1912 Kozlik ( -1964 ; and Gerhard Tintner (1907-1983) , who became professor at the Vienna University of Technology after his retirement from the University of Southern California in 1973. Lauterbach (1904 Lauterbach ( -1990 published two books in German in the highly-acclaimed book series rowohlts deutsche enzyklopädie. In the spirit of social democracy, he pleaded against ideological fixation and in favour of pragmatism in social and economic policies which aimed at solutions of real problems (Lauterbach 1963) . Morgenstern's main effort was devoted to the teaching of game theory of which he had become the pioneer with his path-breaking book "Theory of Games and Economic Behavior"
(jointly written with John von Neumann), and to promote this approach among economists not only in Austria. Game theory has ever since been one of the institute's main focuses in 28 Unfortunately, there is hardly any literature on the history of Alpbach and the impact of its European Forum on Austria's intellectual and political life. This will hopefully change as the results of a current research project of the Institut für Zeitgeschichte at the University of Vienna will begin to appear. 29 On the history and complicated pre-history of the IHS see Fleck (2000) . 
Short resumée
The main conclusion is that the influence of economists who returned to Austria after World War II was significant. Although only a minor part (15) of the 100 emigrants returned, and despite that high academic credentials were not honoured by Austria's universities, without their contribution the spread of new ideas, especially of Keynesian New Economics, would have taken much more time, given the conservatism and backwardness of economics at our universities. Keynesian economics was the preferred orientation of economists who had emigrated to Great Britain. Returnees from that country outnumbered returnees from the United States, where the liberalism of the Austrian School of economics was the dominant orientation of emigrated economists.
The influence of returnees on economic policies was much greater in Austria then in WestGermany. The attitude of pragmatism which has characterized Austria's economic policies since the 1950's created conditions which were favourable to the reception of Keynesianism, whereas in Germany the anti-Keynesian Ordo-liberals dominated the economic policy debate until 1966 34 . In its essence, the system of Social Partnership which has been the central paradigm of Austria's economic policy ever since the late 1950's realizes the core ideas of Post-Keynesianism.
